
I . 
3 4 Alaska Department of Education and Early Development -School Fina 

FY2005 School Operating Fund Budget Expenditures - - 0 
Lower Yukon School District 
District Name 

- 
function 100 lnstructlon 

Amount Personnel FTE 

Salaries 

310 Certificated Salanes 6,574,700 
320 Non-Certificated Salads 97,000 

Total Sakrier $8,671,700 
EmployeeBeneflts , 

2,604,700 360 Employee Benelik 
380 Housing AllowancelSubsidy 

390 Transportation Allowance 82,000 
Total Employee Bene& $2,686,700 

Totill Salaries 6 EmpIom Bene* 69,358.4w 

Non-Personnel 
410 Professional and Technical Senti- 81.Mlo 
419 Chief Administrator Conbad 
420 StaffTravel 
425 Student Travel 

430 Utility Sewices 996,600 

440 Other Purchased Services 6,550 
445 Insurance and Bond Premium 
450 SUpplbs, Materials and Media 519.870 
480 Tuition and Stipends 
490 Other Expenses - Identify: 

510 Equiprpant 54,400 -- - - 
Total Non-Personnel $1,691,210 

TotaI Salarbss, Benefits, Non-Pmonnd 

0 
. 511,049.810 
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Lower Yukon S c h d  District 
District Name 

Function 350 Supporf Servlces - Instruction 

Salaries 
310 Certificated Salaries . 
320 NonCeWicated Salerim 

Total SalarSes 

360 Employee Benefits 
380 Hwdng AllowandSubsidy 
390 Transportation All- 

Total Employee Benefits 

Employee Benefits 

- - 
Alaska Departrdk of Education and Early Development d - School Finance 

FY2005 School Operating Fund Budget Expenditures 

ParsonnelFE 

'2 
370,600 t 2  
193,000 

$563,600 

192,500 

1,800 
~ 

$194,300 

Total Salaries 6 Employee Ben& $757.900 

NonPeFsonnel 
410 Professional and Technical Senria 
420 StaffTravel 
425 Student Travel 
430 utility servioes 
435 Energy 
440 Other Purchased Senricas 
445 lnsurancs and Bond Premiums 
450 SuPplles. Materials and Media *- 480 Tuition and Stipends 

47.000 

fF 185,330 

490 0th Expen- - Idmtlfy: 
2,800 

41,350 510 Equipment 
Total Non-Personnel 

Total Salaries, Benefits, Non-Personnel 
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Universal Service Administrative Company . USAC Schools & Libraries Division 

CASE SR-2034-145592 

i 

Date: 
To: 

Fax #: 
Sender: 
Phone: 
Fax: 
Subject: 

Entity: 

March 14,2005 
KarenGoodwin 
Lower Yukon School District 
907-59 1-2206 
Yelena Seryakova 
973-581 6 7 1  5 
97359965 15 
Funding year2004 &Rate 

1. Budge& 
The buagst provided 11/16/04 shows the fohwingrcv~rme line allocated fir 
your~~share:w147ERateprogrem”.Pleese~lainwhatrevermes~ 
inchdedintothiermnueline. 

Isitarrrmue!bmc-rstereimbursemnts? 
Yes, these are revenues from all e-rate reimbursements made during the school year 

I f s o , p l e a s e s p e c i f y w h i c h f r m d i n g y e a r ~  ereiachded 
inthebudget.(e.g.- received fbrorhmding Year 6 or 
Funding Year 7 applications). 

This amount is the projected amount of revenues that LYSD will receive on during 
the fiscal year 7 f 1 0 0 4  - 6/301’2005, 

Through LYSD’s 472 applications or vendors discounted binin@ during this time 
period. 

Exhibit G 
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- 
Please Call me if YOU have questionS at 973-5816715. 

l-imk yoy 

Yelena Seryakova 

AssocieteManeger-SLD 

Y S w a  1.uniVersalServiCe .org 

phone: 1-973-5816715 
F a  : 1-973-599-6515 

i 
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E-Rate Central 
0 Winston E. Himsworth 

December, 2004 

Letter of Appeal 
Schools and Libraries Division 
80 South Jefferson Road 
Whippany, NJ 07981 

Ea: 973-599-6542 
4 pages + attachments 

Reference: 
Applicant Name: Chatham School District 
Entity Number: 145668 
Form 471 Application Numbers: 433751 & 433929 
Selective Review: SR-2004-145668 

E-Rate Administrators: 

After a M 2004 Selective Review, Chatham’s two applications were denied by the SLD for the 
stated reason that “During application review, you were asked to demonstrate that when you 
filed your Form 471 you had secured access to the funds needed to pay your portion of the 
charges, and you were unable to do so.” 

In a separate letter, dated concurrently with the FCDL of December 3,2004, the SLD indicated, 
only slightly more specifically, that “You did not demonstrate that you have secured the financial 
resources to pay your share and the estimated investments you reported for Hardware, 
Professional Development, Software, Retrofitting and Maintenance.” For reasons stated below, 
we dispute this finding and request reinstatement of both applications. 

Chatham’s initial response to the Selective Review, submitted June 2, 2004, included both the 
estimated investments references above and a detailed preliminary budget (exhibit 4). The 
submission included two page revenue estimate and a sixteen page operating expense budget. A 
separate table (Table 3) was provided summarizing expenses by budget code, including a school- 
by-school breakdown. 

As of the date of the initial submission, funding from the State of Alaska, the critical component 
of Chatham’s financing, had not been finalized. In accordance with Selective Review 
instructions for dealing with an unapproved budget, a letter from Chatham’s Superintendent was 
included to validate the preliminary budget. 

In response to a subsequent request, a copy of a final approved budget was submitted on 
September 16, 2004. Again, this submission included eighteen pages of a detailed budget for 
revenue and expenses, plus an updated summary table. As indicated below, both the preliminary 
and final versions of Chatham’s operating budget clearly covered the estimated investments 
provide in the original Item 25 Worksheet. 

Exhibit H 
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Letter of Appeal 
Page 2 
December, 2004 

Item 25 Prelim. Final ~ ~~ ~ 

Worksheet Budget Budget 
E-rate Applicant Share 44,513 326,000 326,500 
Hardware 60,000 
Software 

Subtotal 
23,500 
83,500 54,000 54,000 

Professional Development 35,000 
Maintenance 

Subtotal 
92,Ooo 
127,100 1 18,226 134,358 

Retrofitting 156,100 

Total 411,113 498,226 514,858 

It is unclear from the SLD’s supplementary letter of December 3, 2004, exactly how Chatham 
had failed to demonstrate that it had not secured adequate funds. There appear to be several 
possible explanations, each of which is discussed below. 

1. Foundation revenues and final budget timing: 

The SLD may have been concerned with the nature of the State of Alaska’s “Foundation” 
revenue and/or with the fact that a fmal budget had not been approved prior to the filing of 
Chatham’s Form 471 applications in February 2004. 

Attached is a letter from Eddy Jeans of the Alaska State Department of Education explaining the 
timing and nature of Alaska’s public school funding. If this is not fully explanatory, we would 
be pleased to elaborate. 

2. Retrofitting expenditures: 

Chatham’s Item 25 Worksheet Summary indicated significant expenses for retrofitting, not only 
for FY 2004 ($156,100), but for FY 2003 ($192,000) as well. The operating budget presented, 
however, did not specify a line item for retrofitting. 

Although expenses that the SLD would consider “retrofitting” are included under various 
maintenance accounting codes in Chatham’s operating budget, the primary source for the 
retrofitting shown in the Worksheet was capital funds. Please note that the Worksheet submitted 
by Chatham included a reference to Exhibit 6 in the margin by the Retrofitting line. Page 3 of 
Exhibit 6 discussed in some detail the extensive maintenance work done the preceding year in 
the Angoon Elementary School and the District Office, and the current work being done in 

Exhibit H 
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Angoon High School. As indicated, all three projects involved r e m g  to provide adequate 
COrnDUter Rower. 
Letter of Appeal 
Page 3 
December, 2004 

Capital funds for these projects are provided under Major Maintenance Agreements with the 
State of Alaska. The SLD’s Selectwe Review did not ask for capital budget information, nor did 
Chatham provide it (perhaps mistakenly because the operating budget itself included sufficient 
dollars in total to cover all Worksheet expense items - see below). 

Since additional clarifymg information can be submitted upon appeal, attached hereto are copies 
of the two multi-year Project Agreements supporting the work done, or to be done, in Angoon’s 
high school and elementary school.’ 

3. Total technology budget vs. individual line items: 

Although the total technology amount shown in both the preliminary and final budgets 
comfortably exceeded the estimated applicant amount shown in the Item 25 Worksheet 
Summary, the SLD may have been concerned that the amount budgeted for Hardware and 
Software was less than the Item 25 total for those items. The amount budgeted for Professional 
Development and Maintenance was also less (if Retrofitting is included as a component of 
maintenance). 

To understand this disparity, it is important to note that the budgeted amounts for Telephone and 
Internet, as summarized in Table 3, far exceeded the applicant’s share for these services - 
assuming E-rate funding was approved. From an oDeratins budEet standuoint. E-rate amroval 
cannot be assumed. 

As a conservative - and, we believe, proper - way to budget, Chatham designates sufficient 
funding for Telephone and Internet (and other technology) to assure that these critical services 
can be supported with or without E-rate funding. Networking services are extraordinarily 
expensive for a remotely located district such as Chatham. Every effort is made to assure 
continuity of service. 

Unlike Chatham’s budget, the Item 25 resources shown in the Worksheet were estimated 
assuming E-rate approval. A large proportion of the Internal Connections projects, and some of 
the other Item 25 expenses, planned for the 2004-2005 year were explicitly or implicitly 
conditioned upon E-rate approval. Without E-rate, Chatham would - and, if this appeal is 
denied, will - forego most of the new Jntemal Connecti~n~ installations planned, with a 
corresponding reduction in supporting Item 25 expenses. In this situation, sufficient h d s  would 
be available, as budgeted, to cover all of the undiscounted telephone and Internet expenses, and 
the majority of the other hardware, software, maintenance, and staff development expenses. As 
indicated above, the majority of the retrofitting expenses would be covered with capital funds. 0 

It should also be noted that the DLT grant funding, discussed as pending but likely in Exhibit 6 was indeed 

Exbibit H 
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Letter of Appeal 
Page 4 
December, 2004 

Conversely, with E-rate funding, the excess of the budgeted amount for telephone and Internet, 
over and above the required applicant share, is designed to provide more than enough funds to 
support the applicant’s share of the Internal Connections requested as well as the additional Item 
25 support. This is ureciselv what E-rate fundine is S U U D O S ~ ~  to accomDlish. 

Chatham is a 90% discount applicant. At this level, technology implementation in any given 
year, and the required allocation of available technology funds, are highly dependent upon E-rate 
approval. Chatham’s budget allocations assume no E-rate fimding; the expense allocations on the 
Selective Review worksheet assume E-rate approval. The critical factor necessary to determine 
access to sufficient funds is the total technology funding. As indicated in Chatham’s initial and 
final responses, and as summarized in the table above, we believe this criteria has been met (even 
without the capital funds for retrofitting discussed in Section 2 above). 

In this appeal, we have addressed three possible concems that may have led the SLD to conclude 
that Chatham had not secured access to sufficient funding, namely: (a) the nature and timing of 
Alaska state funding; (b) the funding of retrofit expenses; and (c), the allocation of individual 
budget line items within the total technology budget. In all case, we believe we have clearly 
shown the adequacy of Chatham’s funding. Based on this clarification, we ask the SLD to 
approve this appeal and reinstate both applications. 

If the SLD denies this application, we ask the SLD to provide more specific information on the 
perceived shortfall in Chatham’s fimding position. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

Sincerely, 

Winston E. Himsworth 
whimsworth@,e-ratecentral. corn 
On behalf of Chatham School District 

Attachments: 1. Letter f?om Alaska State Department of Education dated December, 2004 

2. State of Alaska Project Agreements for Major Maintenance at Angoon 
Exhibit H 
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Administrator's Decision on Appeal -Funding Year 2004-2005 

hrlay 27,2005 

Winston E. Himsworth 

2 I 65 Seaford Avenue 
E-Rate central 

Seafod NY 11783-2700 

Re: Applicant Name: CHATK - - SCHOOL DISTR 
Billed Entity Number: 145668 

T 

Form 471 ApplicationNumk 433751 
Funding Request Numbe~(s): 1207942,1207943,1207944,1207945,1207946 
Your Correspondence Datsd: Decemba 28,2004 

AAer thorough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the schools and Libraries 
Division (SLD) of the Universal Service Adminishah 've Company (USAC) has made its 
decision in regard to your appeal of SLITS Funding Year 2004 Funding Commitment 
Decision Letter for the ApplicationNumba indicated above. This 1etm explains thr 
basis of SLD's decision. The date of this letter begins the 6Oday time period for 
appeahg this decision io the Federal Communications Commission 0. If your 
Letter of Appeal included more than one Application Number, please note that you will 
receive a separate letter for each application. 

Fmdinp RePuest N&& 1207942,1207943,1207944,1207945,1207946 
Decision on Appeal: Approved 
Explanation: 

Your appeal has brought forward persuasive information that the funding 
request(s) cited abve should be approved for fimding. 

Since the 
application, SLD will issue a Revised Funding commitment Decision Letter (FCFUIL) to 
you and to each service pmvidet that wil l  provide the sexvices approved for discountS in 
this letter. SLD will issue the RFCDL to you as soon as possible. The RFCDL will 
inform you of the precise dollar value of your approved funding request As you await 
the RFCDL, you may share this Administrator's Decision on Appeal with the relevant 
service provider(s). 

s Decision on Appeal eppmves add i t id  funding for your 



If the original FCDL appmved funding in part for the saviccs oovcred by this appcal, the 
I20-day deadline for filing Forms 486 is determined based on the date of the original 
FCDL that appmved funding for the request(s). Howewer, ifthe original FCDL denied 
funding for the services covered by this appeal, Forms 486 catmot be filed until you have 
received your RFCDL. 

We thank you for your continued support, patience and cooperation during the appeal 
pro-. 

Schools and Libraries Division 
Universal Service Administrative Company 

~ _ _ ~  
Box 125 - Cornspondarc Unit. 80 SoUm Jcfffnoo Rad, Whippny. New Jersey 0798 I 

Visit u online at w.d..wrlrarahWrrom 
Exhibit I 
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FRANKH. MURKOWSKI, GOYERNO: 

Goldbelt Place 
BO1 Wut Tenold Stma. Svire 200 
Junmn. Alash 99801-1894 
(907)465-9679 
CW?) 1634279 Fax 

Department of Education & Early Development 
0 

Division of School Finance 

December 21,2004 

To whom it may concern: 

It has come to my attention that when some districts apply for E-rate subsidies, questions arise 
regarding the term “Foundation Funds.” The questions appear to be a misunderstanding of the 
term “Foundation Funds,” and how that term is used in Alaska. 

In Alaska, the state support for K-12 schools has been referred to as the “Foundation Program’’ 
for a number of years. These funds represent the state’s annual support for public school 
operations in Alaska. The funding is based on the number of students attending each of Alaska’s 
K-12 public schools. In 1999 the Alaska legislature rewrote the K-12 public school funding law 
and renamed the program “Public School Funding.” Many people, superintendents and 
legislators in Alaska still refer to this funding program as the “Foundation Program.” 

Alaska school districts qualify for funding base on the number of students they are serving 
during the month of October. Preliminary entitlements are provided to school districts in early 
January with notice of final entitlement calculations issued in early march. School districts state 
funding is allocated on a monthly basis with the last three months being adjusted to reflect the 
current year entitlement. 

In Alaska, state funding through the “Public School Funding” program represents on average 
70% of all revenue Alaska public school districts receive in a given year. The “Public School 
Funding” program is funded on an annual basis by the Alaska legislature is outlined in Alaska 
Statute 14.17, for easy reference. 

It is my hope that this information will assist you in your E-rate application process. Please 
contact me if you need further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

Eddv Jeans 
Director e 

Exhibit J 
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To: SUFerint~dfylts 
School Business Mrmegess 

FROM 

DATE: MarchI5,2005 

SUBJECT: FY 2005 FINAL Foundation Report 

The Department of Education & Early Development has determiued the FCNAL Foundation / State 
Aid for each district in Fiscal Year (M) 2005 based on electronic data I OASIS submiltaL The 
total amount paid to each Wct was compared with the actual FY 2005 entitlancats. 

The diffaance between the amount paid ffom July 2004 through March 2005, and thc mtitlcment 
heci on FY 2005 Avaage Daily MBnbaship (ADM) is divided into tlme equal payments. The 
payments you wiU receive m April May, and June will represent the final amounts you witl receive 
for the FY 2005 school ycar. 

A fivepage spreadshea outlining the calculations for the FY 2005 Entitlednau has baea attached. 
You will also fimd a spreadshar that shows the caldations of the f i d  three foundation p a w .  

If you have any questions reg- the attached information, please do not hesitate to contact 
Mmdy at Mmdy_Lobailgl@eed.statc.ak.us. 

Attachment: Entitlemat Report 
Payment Schedule for April May, June 

Exhibit K 
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LOWER YUKON SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Basic Financial Statema~ts, 
Additional Information, and 

Single Audit Repcum 

June 30, u)w 

% 
MIKUNDA, COTTRELL & Co. 

Certified Public Accounbnts 

Exhibit L 
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LOWER YUKON SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Statement of Revenues, m d i t u r c s  and chaagea in Fuud Balances - 

Year Ended June 30,2004 
Bud@ and Actual - G e n d  (School operating) Fund 

RCMIWB: 

Local 8ouTcc8 
state of Alaska 
Federal murcc8 

Total rcvcrme8 

l3xptd i~-cumnt :  
Iuskuclim 
Specialeducation instruction 
Special education support services 
S u p p o r t d ~ - s t u d e n * r  
support d m  -instruction 
School adminisep tion 
School adminishtion support scrvices 
District adminiseation 
District administrstion rmpport services 
Operations and maintenance of plant 
studcnt activities 

Total expenditures 

Excess of revenues o w  nrpcnditrnts 

other financing uses: 
Principal payments on long-tnm debt 
Transfua out 

Net other financing u8c8 

Net changc in fund balances 

Fund balance, July 1,2003 

Fund balance, June 30,2004 

Sec accompanying nota to fmancial statements 

G e n d  (School Operating) Fuud 
Variance 

Budget Positive 
Q&bI  E i a I  &W.l.l.lbm!d 

S 175,000 1,125,000 1,452,311 327,311 
14,831,977 14,831,977 15,310,698 478,721 
9,530,000 8,580,000 9,572,293 992,293 

24,536,977 24,536,977 26,335,302 1,798,325 

10,9 19,978 
1,64 1,095 
' 165,900 

555,900 
1,307,440 
1,379,143 

560,840 
1,271,400 
1,063,500 
4,8 18,300 

724,240 
24,407,736 

10,919,207 10,720,372 198,835 
1,639.565 1,667,830 (28,265) 

165,900 132,707 33,193 
566.500 525,430 41,070 

1,303,205 1,108,891 194,314 
1,383,676 1,468,775 (85,099) 

549,746 463,935 85.81 1 
1,271,400 1,011,234 260,166 
1,063.500 801,433 262,067 
4,827,974 4,760,969 67,005 

717,063 516,232 200,831 
24,407,736 23,177,808 1,229,928 

129,241 129,241 3,157,494 3,028,253 

- (32,4601 (32,460) - 
(801,000) /800,000) (2,205,874) (1,404,874) 
(833,460) (800,000) (2,238,334) (1,404,874) 

S (670,759) (704,219) 919,160 1,623,379 

11,377,725 

S 12,296,885 

9 
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LOWER YUKON SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Basic Financial Statements, 
Additional Information, and 

Single Audit Reports 

June 30,2003 

d 
MIKUNDA, *\ C O T T R E L ~  & co. 
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LOWER YUKON SCHOOL DISTRICT 
Statement of Revcnw, Enpcndianu and Changed in Fund Bdancea - 

Year Eoded Jlme 30,2003 
Budget and Acaul- ocllarl (School mti~@ F ’ d  

s& PECOmpLnyiOB ILODCS m financial s t a l c ~ l b .  

$ 400.000 400,000 mOs.6!i2 (194.348) 
15,476,155 16598.655 16,604,854 6,199 - - 10,820,053 10,820,053 
15,876155 16,998,655 27,630559 10,631,904 

10,024.418 
303380 

900 
83,640 

1,524.185 
287,100 
521,810 

5,000 
343100 
229,187 
138,600 
181.700 
326100 

1258355 
533m 

1,059.m 

1,105,100 

4.424.000 

z0.m 

10,197,959 
353.454 

800 
72.294 

1.531.486 
282.100 
521.810 

5.000 
343100 
147,926 
138,600 
332.847 
304100 

12272Ql 
526,852 

1,174JOo 
22JOo 

828.800 
322,600 

4.653540 

9,596,462 
171.873 

913 
64.445 

1,429,541 
212,923 
364,638 

480 
228,385 
86.246 

114,348 
306538 
282.910 

137,915 
469,178 
919,154 
22,526 

600,841 
3M.m 

5.692.419 

601.497 
181.581 

707 
7.849 

101945 
@ . i n  

157.172 
4520 

114.915 
61.680 
2 4 3 2  
26,309 
21390 

(30.708) 
57.674 

Z5346 
0s) 

227.959 
16jo4 

(1.038.879) 
658,240 655.740 712,610 (5~5.870j 

23,028375 23,643,615 22,839,621 803,994 

(7.152220) (6,644.960) 4,790938 11,435.898 

- - 32.460 (32.460) 
775,000 2,275,000 5,540,979 (3265,979) 
n 5 . m  z,27s,ooo 5573,439 (3,298,439) 

$ (7.927220) (8,919,960) (782301) 8,137.459 

9 
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LOWER YUKON SCHOOL DISTRICT 

General Purpose Financial Statements, 
Additional Idomation and 

Single Audit Reports 

June 30,2002 

a 
MIKUNDA, COTTRELL & Co. 
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Fimnbk F B d k  

Bvdpe Amd I u b n m b M -  A a l l I l R l n f . v m b l e )  

1,528,591 961,216 (567379 849.238 849,238 
14,641,680 14,%1,162 319,482 10,987 12,186 1,199 

2,895,132 3.655.771 760.645 

S - 

7.682266 8.287.914 605648 618,944 618,944 - 
u,a52,537 24,210,292 357,755 3,525,063 5,136,145 1,611,082 

10219.276 
489,585 

800 
376,800 

1,460,820 
435.800 
443,800 
357,755 
250,686 
138,300 
185,600 
223,200 

1,215,164 
503,868 

1,053,300 
20.000 
819,191 
253.800 

4,349,100 
655.690 

9,528201 
~ ~ 2 . 9 8 ~  

164,091 
1,147,652 
278,608 
366,738 
221,116 
127,306 
117,765 
172~8s 
314,433 

1,097,495 
421,512 
n7.656 
8,944 

610,675 
231.485 

4.2~,694 
650,678 

- 

691,075, 
86,597 
800 

212,709 

157,192 

136,639 
123,380 
20,535 
13.312 
(91,233) 
117,669 
82356 
275,644 
11,056 
208.516 
22,315 
71.406 
5,012 

313,168 

n w  

3383,272 

- 
130.801 

- 

- 

1533,700 - 

314.014 - - 
34,407 

- 

385,039 

(1,453) 1,453 
10,987 10,733 254 

1,438,500 139.514 228.986 
23,452,535 20,917,325 2,535210 6,197.263 5,236,016 %I247 

400.002 3292,967 2.892,%5 (2,672,200) (99.871) 2,572,329 

- (3,600,000) (3,298,131) 301,869 48,131 48,131 

s (3,199,998) (5,164) 3,194,834 (2,672,200) (51,740) 2,620,460 

11,940,375 70.530 

S 11,935511 18,790 
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REQUEST FOR REVlEW FCC-MAILROOM I 
before the 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 

CC Docket No. 02-6 

Re: Applicant Name: LOWER YUKON 

Billed Entity No.: 145592 

Form 471 Application Nos.: 416962,417124,417177, 

SCHOOL DISTRICT 

Funding Year 2004: 07/01/2004-06/30/2005 

417226,418655 

ENTRY OF APPEARANCE 

Andrena L. Stone of Jermain, Dunnagan & Owens, P.C., hereby enters her 

appearance in the above-styled action on behalf of the Lower Yukon School District. It is 

requested that copies of all documents be served on the undersigned at: 

Andrena L. Stone 
Jermain, Dunnagan & Owens, P.C. 
3000 A Street, Suite 300 
Anchorage, AK 99503-4097 
Phone: (907) 563-8844 
Fax: (907) 563-7322 
Email: astone@jdolaw.com 

mailto:astone@jdolaw.com


Dated in Anchorage, Alaska this of November, 2005. 

JERMAIN, DUNNAGAN &OWENS, P.C. 

.-- 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This is to certify that on t h i s e d a y  of 
November, 2005, a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing was mailed, postage pre-paid, to: 

Lctter of Appeal 
Schools and Libraries Division 
Box 125 ~~ Correspondence Unit 
80 South Jefferson Road 
Whippany. h3 07981 

Enti:i, of Appearance 
Lower Yukon School D;srr;cr 

~~~ . .... .. .~ 


